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REMARKS 

The specification has been amended to delete reference number 18 from page 1 and to 
clarify that Fig. 7 is a top view showing feeding of the strip material to the Fig. 6 rollers. These 
changes address the objections to the specification and drawings described on page 2 of the 
office action. 

Claims 1-14, 22, and 24 have been cancelled. 

The Examiner indicates that claim 21 covers allowable subject matter (see page 1 of the 
office action). Applicants have rewritten claim 21 in independent form as new claim 31. The 
Examiner also indicates that claim 15 would be allowable if rewritten in independent form (see 
page 7 of the office action). Applicants assume that this is an error because claim 15 was 
rejected earlier in the office action. 

Applicants also note that claim 17 was not rejected, but the Examiner did not indicate that 
claim 17 covers allowable subject matter. Applicants request clarification. 

Claims 15, 16, 18, 19, and 23 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as anticipated by 
Behrman, U.S. Pat. 1,734,554 ("Behrman"). Claim 15 is independent and claims 16, 18, 19, and 
23 depend from claim 15. Applicants respectfully request that the rejection be reconsidered and 
withdrawn. 

The invention generally relates to razor cartridges including razor blades provided on 
support members. As described in the application at page 1, lines 9-23 and shown in Figs. 1-3, 
the strip material used to make the blades, and the blade sections, cut from the strip need a short 
dimension "a" from front to back to avoid overlap in the shaving cartridge, but need a larger 
distance to secure and hold the strip material during processing (e.g., sharpening) and attachment 
to the support member. Thus the rear portion needs to be removed after attachment to the 
support member, typically by bending, which can result in an upturned edge (as shown in Fig. 2) 
and can be difficult to achieve in some cases. 

Claim 15 provides a method that addresses these issues. The method includes six steps 
(a-f). Step (a) is to provide an elongated, flat strip of metal having a front edge and a back edge 
extending along its length. Step (b) is to sharpen the front edge to result in a cutting edge 
portion. Step (c) is to weaken the strip along its length to result in a weakened portion, a blade 
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portion between the cutting edge portion and the weakened portion, and a removable portion 

between the weakened portion and the back edge. Step (d) is to cut the strip into discreet blade 

section; each blade section includes part of the weakened, blade, and removable portions. Step 

(e) is to attach a blade section to the support member, and step (f) is to separate the removable 

portion of the blade section. Claim 15 covers a razor cartridge including one or more support 

members and one or more blades; claim 30 depends from claim 15 and covers making a razor 

cartridge including at least two support members and blades. 

Behrman discloses making single-edged blades from a double-edged blade material: 

More particularly, it is a feature of my invention to provide a double-edged blade 
of the wafer type having a width at least twice that of the ultimate narrow gauge 
blade desired, and cutting or similarly treating this double-edged blade as a final 
procedure so as to provide two narrow gauge single-edged blades thereof. In the 
embodiment herein disclosed, I make the double-edged blade of substantially 
twice the width desired for the narrow gauge blades, and by severance along a 
medial line I obtain two back-to-back duplicate narrow gauge single-edged 
blades. (Page 1, lines 47-60). 

However, Behrman does not disclose or suggest removing a blade portion after a blade has been 
attached to a support member as required in step (f) of claim 15. Behrman thus does not 
anticipate claims 15, 16, 18, 19, and 23. 

Claim 20 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as obvious over Behrman in view of GB 
Pat. No. 548,547 ("GB '647"). Claim 20 depends from claim 15. But GB '647 (like Behrman) 
does not disclose or suggest removing a blade portion after a blade has been attached to a support 
member as required by step (f) in claim 15. Thus, Behrman and GB '647, taken alone or in 
combination, do not suggest the method covered by claim 20. As a result, applicants also request 
that the 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) rejection of claim 20 be withdrawn. 

The objections to claims 15, 19, and 23 described on page 3 of the office action and have 
been addressed by the amendments to these claims. 

Applicants submit that the claims are in condition for allowance and such action is 
requested. 

Please apply any charges or credits to deposit account 06 1050. 
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Respectfully submitted, 
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